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Claim(s) discussed: 1,2.6.7.11. and 12 . 
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Agreement with respect to the claims f)S was reached. g)D was not reached. h)D N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: agreement is reached to amend independent claims 1 , 6, and 1 1 to 
incorporate dependent claim features (in claims 2,-7, and 12, respectively) in order to place the application in condition 
for allowance. 

During telephone conferences, Examiner stated that the patentable feature of the invention was that, unlike in the prior 
art of record, whether the data in the data buffer constitutes a complete message is determined not by looking just at 
the current frame, but rather by concatenating a subsequently received frame to already received frames in the data 
buffer and determining after concatenating and based on the concatenated data if the data in the buffer constitutes a 
complete message. The Examiner stated that this distinction was already present in dependent claims 2, 7 and 12. 
Accordingly, Applicant has amended each of the independent claims to specify concatenating the information 
contained within the next message frame onto the data within the data buffer, and determining, based on the 
concatenated data, whether the data in the data buffer constitutes a complete message. 
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